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NOTES ON THE SEMIANNUAL INDEX 


First Half, January-June, 1972 


In an effort to simplify use, the Semiannual Index for the first half 
of 1972 is being printed and distributed under separate cover, rather than 


as a part of this issue. 


The index to documents published during the third quarter (July— 
September ) including the documents in this issue, will begin with Issue 
No. 28, dated July 10, 1972, and will cumulate throughout the quarter. 
Weekly cumulative indexes will continue to be printed as part of each 


issue, until the end of the quarter. 


WEEKLY COMPILATION OF 
Prestdential Documents 


Published every Monday by the Office of the Federal Register, 
National Archives and Records Service, General Services Adminis- 
tration, Washington, D.C. 20408, the Weekly Compilation of Presi- 
dential Documents contains statements, messages and other Presi- 
dential materials released by the White House during the preceding 
week. 


The Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents is published 
pursuant to the authority contained in the Federal Register Act 
(49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 U.S.C. Ch. 15), under regulations 
prescribed by the Administrative Committee of the Federal Reg- 
ister, approved by the President (30 F.R. 9573; 1 CFR Part 32). 

Distribution is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, 
Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. The 
Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents will be furnished 
by mail to subscribers for $9.00 per year, payable to the Superin- 
tendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, 
D.C. 20402. The charge for a single copy is 25 cents. 

There are no restrictions on the republication of material 
appearing in the Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents. 
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Imports of Meats 


Statement by the President Upon Directing the 
Suspension of Restrictions on Meat Imports. 
June 26, 1972 


To counter recent rises in the cost of meat, I have today 
directed the Secretary of State to remove all quota re- 
strictions on meat imported into the United States for 
the balance of 1972. Nations which export meat to the 
United States until today have been observing voluntary 
quotas. 

The recent rise in the price of meat is in part due to an 
improving economy here at home causing increased 
demands for meat which have not been matched by in- 
creased supplies. This action is intended to encourage 
more meat imports into the United States, thereby in- 
creasing the supply available here. 

This action alone may not fully solve the problem. 
Further measures will be taken as necessary and appro- 
priate. 

I intend to monitor this situation closely, and I want to 
assure every American housewife that this Administra- 
tion is firmly determined to prevent unjustified increases 
in the cost of food. 

We have made significant progress in our battle against 
rising prices. We are going to do whatever is necessary to 
see that that battle is won. 

Earlier this year, we announced an import program to 
increase meat imports 11 percent over meat imports 
during 1971. Since that time, however, the continuing 
shift in demand and supplies has become much more pro- 
nounced. 

All meat imports, of course, will be subject to the same 
high standards of sanitation that apply to domestically 
produced meat. 

This action is not aimed at the American farmer; his 
income has only begun to approach reasonable levels. It 
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is intended to remedy a short term shortage which is 
beyond the ability of our farmers to fill. 
NOTE: For the President’s remarks on meat imports and his letters 


to the Secretary of State and the Secretary of Agriculture, see the 
following three items. 


Imports of Meats 


The President’s Remarks Upon Directing the 
Suspension of Restrictions on Meat Imports. 
June 26, 1972 


To counter recent rises in the cost of meat, I have today 
directed removal of all restrictions on meat imports for the 
balance of 1972. 

Prices of meat have been rising because increased 
demands have not been matched by increased supplies. 
This action is designed to increase the supply of meat. 

Increased supplies from abroad will not have an im- 
mediate effect in reducing prices in the supermarkets, but 
this action will definitely help in the future. 

In the meantime, I intend to take whatever further 


measures are necessary to prevent increases in the cost of 
food. 


NOTE: The President’s remarks were filmed in the Family Theater 
at the White House for radio and television broadcast. 

For the President’s statement on meat imports, see the preceding 
item. For his letters to the Secretary of State and the Secretary of 
Agriculture, see the following two items. 


Imports of Meats 


The President’s Letter to the Secretary of State 
Directing the Suspension of Restrictions on 
Meat Imports. June 26, 1972 


Dear Mr. Secretary: 
After careful study of the changed conditions in the 
U.S. and world markets in beef, I have determined that 
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we should now take action to increase the importation of 
meat into the United States for the remainder of this year. 

I request that you take steps immediately with our for- 
eign suppliers to remove restraints established under 
present arrangements with these suppliers. I ask that vou 
indicate to them that since we have now moved toward 
a freer market in meat for the remainder of this year, it is 
my hope that the effect of this action will be to increase 
the amount of imports entering the United States. 

I further request that you collaborate as closely as pos- 
sible with the Secretary of Agriculture to insure that the 
steps I have taken are implemented with all possible 
speed. 

Sincerely, 
RicHarD NIxon 


[Honorable William P. Rogers, Secretary of State, Washington, D.C.] 


NOTE: The text of the letter was made available by the White House 
Press Office. It was not issued in the form of a White House press 
release. 

For the President’s statement and remarks on meat imports, see 
the two preceding items. For his letter to the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, see the following item. 


Imports of Meats 


The President’s Letter to the Secretary of Agriculture 
on the Suspension of Restrictions on Meat Imports. 
June 26, 1972 


Dear Mr. Secretary: 


I have taken action today to liberalize the imports of 
beef. The action is being taken to help us meet the ex- 
ploding demand for beef in this country. 


As I have discussed with you, I am satisfied that in tak- 
ing this action we are not endangering the economic posi- 
tion of our livestock producers. 


Over the years they have made a sustained and essen- 
tial contribution to meeting our growing demand for beef. 
I recognize fully that their continued economic health is 
essential so that they can play their full part in meeting 
our future demands. I know you are confident that they 
will continue to make this contribution and that you will 
call on me for any assistance you may need. 

Sincerely, 


RicHarp Nrxon 
[Honorable Earl L. Butz, Secretary of Agriculture, Washington, D.C.] 


NOTE: The text of the letter was made available by the White House 
Press Office. It was not issued in the form of a White House press 
re 

For the President’s statement and remarks on meat imports and 
his letter to the Secretary of State, see the three preceding items. 


~ ¢ “ ass) vw Sf oa 
IGke hig ( lestu 3, 191A - Jan I l 113) " e, _ 
: a) f ~ } 


-< 


Department of the Treasury 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate Jack Franklin 
Bennett To Be a Deputy Under Secretary. 
June 26, 1972 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Jack Franklin Bennett, of Greenwich, Conn., to be 
a Deputy Under Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. Bennett 
is currently serving as Deputy Under Secretary for 
Monetary Affairs in the Department of the Treasury. 
Public Law 92-302 of May 18, 1972, created the position 
for which he is being nominated. It also abolished the 
position which he now holds, effective upon the confirma- 
tion of the appointee to fill the new position. He was ap- 
pointed Deputy Under Secretary of the Treasury for 
Monetary Affairs in September 1971. 

Mr. Bennett was born January 17, 1924, in Macon, 
Ga. He received his B.A. degree (1944) from Yale Uni- 
versity, and his M.A. (1949) and Ph. D. (1951) degrees 
from Harvard University. 

After serving in the United States Navy from 1942 to 
1946, Mr. Bennett was employed as an economist with 
the United States Military Government in Germany for 
1 year. From 1949 to 1951 he had a teaching fellowship 
at Harvard University. For the next 6 years he served as 
an economist with the Federal Government, serving 1 
year with Standard Oil Company in New York as a sen- 
ior foreign exchange analyst. He rejoined Standard Oil 
Company in 1957 and served with that company in vari- 
ous capacities both here and abroad until 1967. The next 
2 years were spent with Humble Oil & Refining Supply 
Company in Houston, Tex., as general manager. From 
1969 until appointment to his current position, he was 
vice president and director of Esso International, Inc., in 
New York City. 

Mr. Bennett is married and has four children. He 
resides in Washington, D.C. 


Department of the Treasury 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate Warren F. 
Brecht To Be an Assistant Secretary. 
June 26, 1972 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Warren F. Brecht, of Darien, Conn., to be an As- 
sistant Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. Brecht is currently 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury for Administration. 
Public Law 92-302 of May 18, 1972, created the position 
for which he is being nominated. It also abolished the 


\ 
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position which he now holds, effective upon the confirma- 
tion of the appointee to fill the new position. He was ap- 
pointed Assistant Secretary of the Treasury for Admin- 
istration on April 11, 1972. 

Mr. Brecht was born May 21, 1932, in Detroit, Mich. 
He received a B.A. degree from DePauw University in 
1954 and an M.B.A. degree from Harvard Business 
School in 1959. He served in the United States Air Force 
from 1955 to 1957. 

Mr. Brecht was employed by W. R. Grace & Company 
in Cambridge, Mass., from 1959 to 1961 as a systems 
analyst. From 1961 to 1965 he was vice president and 
treasurer of the Management Systems Corporation in 
Cambridge, and was an administrative partner with Peat, 
Marwick, Livingston & Company, a management consult- 
ing firm in Boston, from 1965 to 1969. From 1969 until 
appointment to his current position, Mr. Brecht was prin- 
cipal in charge of professional practice at Peat, Marwick, 
Mitchell & Company in New York City. 

Mr. Brecht is married and has four children. He resides 
in Rockville, Md. 


National Student Government Day 


Proclamation 4140. June 26, 1972 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 


One of the clearest lessons of the past decade in Amer- 
ica is that students want and deserve an appropriate voice 
in their own affairs, and that education can be better 
when they have such a voice. 

The more than 60 million Americans who are now en- 
rolled as students at all levels of education are entitled to 
participate in the educational decision-making which so 
affects not only their lives today but also their opportuni- 
ties for many years to come. Administrators and faculty, 
parents and taxpayers all should continue to exercise their 
proper authority; but students too have a legitimate inter- 
est in sharing in the process of school governance. 


While the forms which that sharing can take are many, 
one of the best is the student government organization at 
each school and campus. Student councils, though not 
new in America, are newly important in these times of 
challenge for democracy. They can offer young people 
early and vital experience in exercising a voice in matters 
of common concern, reconciling diverse interests, and se- 
lecting leaders to express representative views. Equally 
important, active and responsible student governments 
can exert a constructive influence in shaping the 
on-going reform and self-renewal of our educational 
communities. 

There is, of course, ample evidence that student coun- 
cils which lack proper organization and wide student sup- 


port are at best ineffectual, at worst subject to misuse by 
an activist few at the expense of an apathetic majority. 
However, I am encouraged to believe that most students 
in most schools are accepting their new opportunities with 
the kind of responsibility which will prevent adverse re- 
sults and ensure a vital and enlightened role for student 
government in the Seventies. 

Our hopes and cur efforts must be directed to their do- 
ing so, for the quality of our future in some degree de- 
pends on it. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, RicHarp Nixon, President of the 
United States of America, do hereby proclaim September 
26, 1972. as National Student Government Day, and | 
invite the Governors of the States and the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, and appropriate officials of local govern- 
ments and communities to issue similar proclamations this 
year, as many have done in the past. 

I urge all educational institutions, academic, voca- 
tional, and non-academic, to join in appropriate ac- 
tivities to highlight, to revitalize, and to encourage 
wider participation in, their particular forms of student 
government. 

I also urge all students to acquaint themselves fully with 
the activities and programs of their student govern- 
ment, and to take a full and constructive part in that 
government. 


In Witness Wuereor, I have hereunto set my hand, 
this twenty-sixth day of June, in the year of our Lord 
nineteen hundred seventy-two, and of the Independence 
of the United States of America the one hundred ninety- 
sixth. 

RicHarp NIxon 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 1:02 p.m. 
June 26, 1972] 


Distinguished Service Medal 


Text of Citation Accompanying the Award of the 
Distinguished Service Medal (Third Oak Leaf Cluster) 
to Gen. William C. Westmoreland, Retiring Chief 

of Staff of the Army. June 26, 1972 


General William C. Westmoreland distinguished him- 
self by exceptionally meritorious service as Chief of 
Staff, United States Army, from July 1968 to July 
1972. During a period marked by significant changes in 
national strategy and priorities, General Westmoreland’s 
outstanding professional ability, personal integrity, and 
untiring leadership efforts were an inspiration to all the 
Army. Under his guidance, the Army began the complex 
transition from a force of one and a half million men, 
shouldering the major burden of our prolonged national 
commitment in Southeast Asia, to a smaller, highly pro- 
fessional force, qualitatively structured to support the 
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national strategy requirements of the Seventies. General 
Westmoreland initiated programs to provide for the re- 
structuring, realignment and modernization of Army 
forces in order to improve force capabilities and best meet 
our global national commitments. 

He instituted measures to revitalize leadership and pro- 
fessionalism throughout the ranks, to include the design of 
a new Officer Personnel Management System, a Noncom- 
missioned Officer Education System, and an Enlisted 
Qualitative Management Program. General Westmore- 
land was particularly concerned with the men and women 
of the Army, and devoted himself unsparingly to im- 
proving service life and providing the soldier with an un- 
precedented sense of personal choice, dignity, and self- 
discipline. He insisted on meaningful and challenging 
training for every person in the Army and the effective 
utilization of skills in tasks directly related to unit mis- 
sions. He directed that the responsibilities for designing 
unit training programs be returned to the unit command- 
ers, and urged leaders at all levels to make use of mission 
type orders and permit their subordinates maximum ini- 
tiative in accomplishing assigned tasks. 

In adjusting the priorities for future military spending, 
General Westmoreland resolutely defended programs 
aimed at improving the working environment and living 
standard of American soldiers worldwide. His imagina- 
tive and unrelenting efforts to improve service attractive- 
ness, job satisfaction, and public understanding have been 
instrumental in moving the Army toward the President’s 
goal of an all-volunteer force. His exceptional leadership 
and selfless dedication to duty throughout this period are 
the hallmarks of his brilliant career. 

A grateful Nation recognizes that General Westmore- 
land’s long and distinguished service, covering three wars 
and more than thirty-six years of devoted duty. has been 
in the finest traditions of the military profession. His loyal 
and illustrious service to the United States, in successive 
positions of the greatest responsibility. reflects the highest 
credit upon himself, the Army, and the Nation. 


Note: The President presented the Medal to General Westmore- 
land in a ceremony in the Oval Office at the White House on Mon- 
day, June 26, 1972. 


Department of Commerce 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate Robert J. 
Blackwell To Be Assistant Secretary for Maritime 
Affairs. June 27,1972 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Robert J. Blackwell to be Assistant Secretary of 


Commerce for Maritime Affairs. He succeeds Andrew E. 
Gibson who was nominated to be Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce for Domestic and International Business on 
June 5, 1972. Mr. Blackwell is currently serving as 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Commerce for Maritime 
Affairs. 

Mr. Blackwell was born February 26, 1925, in 
Brooklyn, N.Y. He received his B.A. degree from Syra- 
cuse University in 1950 and his LL.B. degree from Har- 
vard Law School in 1954. During 1943-1946 he served 
in the United States Navy. 

From 1954 to 1962 Mr. Blackwell served as a trial at- 
torney with the former Federal Maritime Board, the 
regulatory functions of which were transferred to the 
Federal Maritime Commission when it was created as an 
independent agency in 1962. He was employed by the 
Federal Maritime Commission from 1962 to 1967, first as 
Director of the Bureau of Administrative Proceedings and 
then as Director of the Bureau of Compliance. From 1967 
to 1969 Mr. Blackwell served as Director of the Office of 
Facilitation at the Department of Transportation. He was 
appointed Deputy Maritime Administrator of the Mari- 
time Administration in May 1969 and has been serving in 
his current position since March 1971. 

Mr. Blackwell is married to the former Mary Ann 
Ryan. They have two children and reside in McLean, Va. 


Disaster Assistance for California 


Announcement of Disaster Declaration and Assistance 
Following Flooding in Southeastern Sacramento 
County. June 27, 1972 


The President today declared a major disaster for the 
State of California. A levee break and subsequent flooding 
resulted in damages in southeastern Sacramento County. 
The President’s action will permit the use of Federal funds 
in relief and recovery efforts. 

Federal disaster assistance from the President’s Disaster 
Fund will provide for debris clearance, restoration of pub- 
lic facilities, protective health and sanitation measures, 
and temporary housing. It also permits cancellation of up 
to $2,500 on long-term, low-interest loans by the Small 
Business Administration and the Farmers Home 
Administration. 

Federal relief activities in California are being coordi- 
nated by the President’s Office of Emergency Prepared- 
ness, Disaster specialists from OEP’s Region 9 Office in 
San Francisco, Calif., have been in the area working with 
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State and local officials. Mr. Robert C. Stevens, Regional 
Director, Region 9, has been designated as the Federal 
coordinating officer to work with the State in providing 
Federal disaster assistance under Public Law 91-606. 


Department of State 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate 
Walter J. Stoessel, Jr., To Be an Assistant Secretary 
for European Affairs. June 27,1972 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Walter J. Stoessel, Jr., of Santa Monica, Calif., to be 
an Assistant Secretary of State for European Affairs. He 
succeeds Martin J. Hillenbrand who was appointed Am- 
bassador to Germany on May 1, 1972. Mr. Stoessel has 
served as Ambassador to Poland since 1968. 

Mr. Stoessel was born January 24, 1920, in Manhat- 
tan, Kans. He received a B.A. degree from Stanford Uni- 
versity in 1941. After graduation he worked as a produc- 
tion control officer at Lockheed Aircraft Company. 

Mr. Stoessel entered the Foreign Service in 1942 serv- 
ing as a consular, economic, and political officer in Cara- 
cas for 2 years. After serving in the U.S. Navy from 1944 
to 1946, he was assigned to the Department of State as an 
Assistant to the Country Specialist for Eastern Europe 
Affairs from 1946 to 1947. He spent the next 2 years in 
Moscow as Chief of the Consular Section. Following his 
duty in Moscow, Mr. Stoessel spent 1 year at Colum- 
bia University studying the Russian language. From 1950 
to 1952 he served in Bad Nauheim as Chief of the Special 
Research Division and from 1952 to 1956 he was assigned 
to the Department of State as Officer in Charge of 
U.S.S.R. Affairs, Eastern Europe Affairs. 

Mr. Stoessel was detailed to the White House in 1956 as 
Special Assistant to the Presidential Adviser on Foreign 
Affairs. He was sent to Paris that same year where he 
headed the Communist Affairs Unit and later served as 
Chief of European Affairs and Communist Activities until 

1959. 

From 1959 to 1960 Mr. Stoessel attended the Harvard 
Center for International Affairs and from 1960 to 1961 
he was Deputy Director, then Director, of the Executive 
Secretariat at the Department of State. He was Political 
Officer POLAD/SHAPE in Paris from 1961 to 1963. He 
then served as Minister-Counselor in Moscow before re- 
turning to the Department in 1965, where he was Deputy 
Assistant Secretary in the Bureau of European Affairs until 
appointment to his current position. 

Mr. Stoessel is married to the former Mary Ferrandou 
and they have three children. 


Withdrawal of United States Troops 
From Vietnam 


Statement by the White House Press Secretary 
Announcing the Withdrawal of Additional 
Troops. June 28, 1972 


As you know, we are withdrawing forces from South 
Vietnam currently at a rate designed to meet a 49,000 
force level ceiling by July 1 of this year. As we have said 
before, that target will be met. 

President Nixon, after consultation with the Govern- 
ment of the Republic of Vietnam, and a thorough review 
of the situation in Indochina, has decided to continue 
withdrawal of U.S. forces to an authorized level of 39,000 
by September 1, 1972. This will bring the total number 
of U.S. forces withdrawn from South Vietnam under 
President Nixon to more than a half-million, specifically, 
to 510,500. This figure, which will be achieved on Septem- 
ber 1, as I said earlier, represents a 93 percent reduction 
of the authorized Vietnam force level that was in effect 
when President Nixon took office. 

This decision is based on the assessment that such troop 
withdrawals can take place without jeopardy to the Viet- 
namization program or those United States forces remain- 
ing in South Vietnam. 

President Nixon is also announcing that effective im- 
mediately draftees will no longer be assigned for duty 
within South Vietnam unless they volunteer for service 
there. Draftees presently serving in that country, or now 
under orders to go there, will, of course, complete their 
normal tours of duty, but effective immediately, draftees 
will no longer be assigned for duty within South Vietnam 
unless they volunteer for service there. 


NOTE: Press Secretary Ronald L. Ziegler made the statement at his 


morning news conference on Wednesday, June 28, 1972. It was not 
issued in the form of a White House press release. 


Stabilization Controls on Unprocessed 
Food Products 
Statement by Donald Rumsfeld, Counsellor to the 


President and Director of the Cost of Living 
Council. June 29, 1972 


Following his decision to suspend meat import quotas, 
the President today has amended Executive Order 1 1640 
to permit the Cost of Living Council to impose controls on 
unprocessed agricultural products after the first sale. 
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At the President’s direction, the Cost of Living Council 
has today issued regulations which implement the Presi- 
dent’s order putting price controls on unprocessed agricul- 
tural products after the first sale. 

As you know, agricultural and seafood products have 
been exempt from controls at all stages of marketing pro- 
vided that no processing was involved. As a result, some 
agricultural products, such as eggs and fresh fruits and 
vegetables, went from the producer and grower to the 
kitchen without any change in form. They passed through 
the wholesale and retail chain of distribution without being 
directly affected by controls. 

The new regulations make prices after the first sale from 
the producer or grower subject to controls. For live animal 
products, coverage under the stabilization program will 
continue to occur at the point of slaughter. 

The program to reduce the rate of inflation is having a 
measurable impact. The rate of increase in the cost of 
living is clearly down since the beginning of the President’s 
new economic program in August 1971. Real wages for 
the average American worker have been on the upswing 
since the President’s program was put into place and, as 
everyone knows, it’s not just how much money you get but 
what you get for your money that counts. 

The President said on Monday that we have made sig- 
nificant progress in our battle against rising prices. We are 
going to do, he said, whatever is necessary to see that that 
battle is won. He has decided that we have a better chance 
of winning that battle if we can exert controls on the costs 
of those products which historically show supply and de- 
mand volitility as they pass through the merchandising 
pipeline. 

The steps the President is announcing today cannot 
drive food prices down, only increased supply or reduced 
demand could do that, but they are designed to exert dis- 
cipline on markups and margins at each step of the food 
marketing chain. 

We recognize that the effect of the President’s decision 
to suspend meat import quotas is prospective. But when 
that action is added to the decision the President is an- 
nouncing today, along with his direction to the Internal 
Revenue Service to maintain close monitoring of all links 
in the food distribution process, there should be a cumula- 
tive effect which should help stabilize these volatile prices. 

There are no home run balls easily served up in this 
game. The wisdom of all Presidents who have had to deal 
with the food problem has demonstrated the basic fact that 
there are no instant cures, no simple solutions. But what 
the American people pay for food and meat is an impor- 
tant part of their weekly budget. 

The President is determined to take every sensible step 
possible to achieve greater food price stability. The Presi- 
dent has directed the Cost of Living Council to explore 


every possible avenue to see that this job is done. And we 
will do so. 


NOTE: For the text of Executive Order 11647, sec the following 
item. 


Wt 


Stabilization Controls on Unprocessed 
Food Products 


Executive Order 11647. June 29, 1972 


AMENDING Executive Orper No. 11640, as AMENDED, 


FURTHER PROVIDING FOR THE STABILIZATION OF THE 
Economy 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Con- 
stitution and statutes of the United States, particularly the 
Economic Stabilization Act of 1970 (P.L. 92-210; 85 
Stat. 743), as amended, subsection (c) of Section 1 of 
Executive Order No. 11640 of January 26, 1972, is 
amended to read as follows: “The authority conferred by 
or pursuant to this Order shall not extend to the prices 
charged for raw agricultural products until after the first 
sale thereof.” 
RicHarp Nixon 

The White House 

June 29, 1972 
[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 10:43 a.m., 

June 29, 1972] 


Note: For a statement by COLC Director Rumsfeld, see the pre- 
ceding item. 


THE PRESIDENT’S 
NEWS CONFERENCE OF 
JUNE 29, 1972 


Tue Presment. Mr. Cormier has the first question 
tonight. 

Q. Mr. President, I don’t want to ask a soft or flabby 
question because, as you know, your associate John 
Ehrlichman has suggested that news conferences really are 
not all that important because we tend to ask that type of 
question too often. 

So I want to submit one for the Ehrlichman Award this 
evening. 

Tue Present. As long as it is not soft and flabby. 


ENDING THE WAR IN VIETNAM 


Q. Mindful that ending the war was one of your 
major campaign themes in 1968, mindful that our bomb- 
ings in Indochina now are at a 5-year high, according to 
the Pentagon, mindful that troops are still coming out but 
even more are going into Thailand and the 7th Fleet, I 
wonder if you can say with any confidence that you can 
end the war by January 20 of next year? 

Tue Presment. Mr. Cormier, we have made great 
progress in ending the war and particularly in ending 
American involvement in.the war. 

Since you have recounted the record to an extent, let 
me recount it also from the positive side. 
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When we came into office, there were 540,000 Ameri- 
cans in Vietnam. Our casualties were running as high 
as 300 a week, the cost was $22 billion a year. We have 
taken out 500,000 men since that time. Our casualties 
have been reduced 95 percent, down to two, that is too 
many, but from 300 to two. As far as the cost is concerned, 
instead of $22 billion a year, it is down to $7 billion a 
year. 

As far as the situation on the negotiating front is con- 
cerned, instead of being in a position where we did not 
have a positive offer on the table, we have made what 
Mr. Brinkley of NBC characterized last night as being 
a very constructive offer, one in which in return for an all- 
Indochina cease-fire and the return of POWs and an ac- 
counting for all of our missing in action that we would 
stop all military activities in Indochina and we would 
withdraw all Americans, all of those that remain, within 
4 months. 

Now, having reached this position at this time, we be- 
lieve that that is an excellent record. The only thing that 
we have not done is to do what the Communists have 
asked and that is to impose a Communist government on 
the people of South Vietnam against their will. This we 
will not do because that would reward aggression, it would 
encourage that kind of aggression and reduce the chances 
of peace all over the world in the years to come, and it 
would dishonor the United States of America. 


ReESUMPTION oF PARIS TALKS 


On the negotiating front, we have informed the North 
Vietnamese, after consultation with the Government of 
Vietnam, that we will return to the negotiating table in 
Paris on April [July] 13, Thursday; we have been in- 
formed by the North Vietnamese, the Vietcong, that they, 
too, will return on that date. We have returned to the ne- 
gotiating table, or will return to it on the assumption that 
the North Vietnamese are prepared to negotiate in a con- 
structive and serious way. We will be prepared to nego- 
tiate in that way. If those negotiations go forward in a 
constructive and serious way, this war can be ended and 
it can be ended well before January 20. If they do not go 
forward on that basis, the United States will continue 
to meet its commitments. Our bombing, as far as that is 
concerned, our mining is for the purpose only of prevent- 
ing Communist aggression from succeeding, to protect the 
remaining Americans, 40,000 or so, that are still in Viet- 
nam, and to have some bargaining position in getting our 
POW’’s back. 

One last point with regard to the POW’s: I know that 
every American is concerned about these men. I have been 
somewhat concerned about them. I will only say that I 
have had some experience, and a great deal of experience 
as a matter of fact in this past year, in dealing with Com- 
munist leaders. I find that making a bargain with them is 
not easy and you get something from them only when you 
have something they want to get from you. The only way 
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we are going to get our POW’s back is to be doing some- 
thing to them, and that means hitting military targets in 
North Vietnam, retaining a residual force in South Viet- 
nam, and continuing the mining of the harbors of North 
Vietnam. 

Only by having that kind of activity go forward will 
they have any incentive to return our POW’s rather than 
not to account for them as was the case when the French 
got out of Vietnam in 1954 and 15,000 French were never 
accounted for after that. 


I shall never have that happen to the brave men who 
are POW’s. 


GENERAL LAVELLE’S ACTIVITIES 


Q. Mr. President, before you ordered a resumption of 
the bombing of North Vietnam, General Lavelle author- 
ized or initiated some unauthorized strikes there. In your 
view, did this affect any diplomatic negotiations going on 
at that time, and are you concerned that you apparently 
didn’t know about it for several months? 

THE Preswent. It did not affect the diplomatic ne- 
gotiations. As a matter of fact, a meeting took place, a 
private meeting, between Dr. Kissinger and the negotia- 
tors in Paris on May 2, during the period that General 
Lavelle’s activities were being undertaken, and you can 
be very sure that had the North Vietnamese wanted any 
pretext to complain about, they would have complained 
about that particular matter. 

As far as this is concerned, as Admiral Moorer testi- 
fied today, it wasn’t authorized. It was directed against 
only those military targets which were the areas that were 
being used for firing on American planes, but since it did 
exceed authorization, it was proper for him to be relieved 
and retired. And I think that it was the proper action to 
take. And I believe that will assure that kind of activity 
may not occur in the future. 


EFrFrect oF MINING AND BoMBING 


Q. Mr. President, on May 8, at the time of the mining 
of the harbors in North Vietnam, your assistant, Dr. Kis- 
singer, predicted the mining would result in the drying up 
of supplies and the major offensive should be over around 
July 1. Is that estimate still valid, and if so, do you have 
a timetable for the withdrawal of the support troops who 
have gone into the naval and into the air bases around 
Vietnam to support the South Vietnamese during this 
offensive? 

THE Presment. Mr. Jarriel, to date the effect of the 
mining and also the bombing of the military targets in 
North Vietnam—particularly the railroads and the oil 
supplies—the situation in Vietnam has been completely 
turned around. I was looking at some news magazines 
that came out the week before the mining was ordered, 
and I noted that each one of them has as its heading, “The 
specter of defeat in Vietnam.” That was the situation 
when we started it. 


TC GAT 
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It has been turned around. The South Vietnamese are 
now on the offensive. It is not over. We expect, perhaps, 
some more North Vietnamese offensive, but I believe that 
now the ability of the South Vietnamese to defend them- 
selves on the ground, with the support that we give them 
in the air, has been demonstrated. Their ability to defend 
themselves in An Loc and Kontum, and now in the area 
of Hué, is an indication that Vietnamization, as far as 
their ground activity is concerned, has proved to be a 
successful action. Now, as far as the future is concerned, 
I have already indicated that we will be returning to ne- 
gotiations in July. That is the important area to watch at 
this time, as well as the battlefield. And as far as any future 
announcements are concerned, that will depend upon 
progress at the negotiating table and on the battlefront. 


Drxes AND DaMs AS TARGETS 


Q. Mr. President—— 

Tue Presment. Mr. Rather. I remember your name. 
[Laughter] 

Dan Ratuer. Thank you, Mr. President. I remember 
yours, too. [Laughter] 

The background of this question is your own statements 
made down in Texas, among other places, saying that 
you had not sanctioned and would not sanction the bomb- 
ing of the dikes and dams in North Vietnam, because you 
considered it an inhumane act because of what it would do 
to civilians. 

Within the past week there have been reports of eyewit- 
nesses. One of these reports came from the French Press 
Agency and another, I think, was the Swedish Ambas- 
sador in Hanoi, eyewitnesses claiming to have seen Amer- 
ican planes hit dikes and dams. 

The question is, has such bombing occurred? If so, what 
steps are you taking to see that it doesn’t happen again? 


Tue Present. Mr. Rather, we have checked those 
reports. They have proved to be inaccurate. The bombing 
of dikes is something, as you will recall from the gentleman 
who asked the question in Texas, was something that some 
people have advocated. The United States has used great 
restraint in its bombing policy and I think properly so. 
We have tried to hit only military targets and we have been 
hitting military targets. We have had orders out not to 
hit dikes because the result in terms of civil casualties 
would be extraordinary. 

As far as any future activities are concerned, those 
orders still are in force. I do not intend to allow any 
orders to go out which would involve civilian casualties 


if they can be avoided. Military targets only will be 
allowed. 


SoutH VIETNAMESE EFFECTIVENESS 


Q. Mr. President, last year, or at least early this year, 
General Abrams relayed to you his belief that the South 
Vietnamese could now hack it on the battlefield. The in- 





vasion from the North occurred and we responded with 
bombing. 

When do you realistically think the South Vietnamese 
can do it alone without massive fire power from us? 

Tue Present. Mr. Semple, I think that is being de- 
termined and also demonstrated at this time. 

First, as far as the ground activities are concerned, they 
are being entirely undertaken by the South Vietnamese. 
American ground combat action has totally been finished 
in Vietnam. As far as Americans in Vietnam are con- 
cerned, this war is over in the future for any future 
draftees. No more draftees will be sent to Vietnam. 

As far as air action is concerned, as General Abrams or 
any military man will tell you, as they have told me, air 
action alone, without adequate fighting on the ground, 
cannot stop a determined enemy. 

What happened in this case was that the North Viet- 
namese launched a massive offensive with huge tanks, 
bigger than those against which they were arrayed, with 
new and modern weapons. In order to provide an equal- 
izer, and it was needed, we provided air support. 

But I should also point this out, something that has 
been little noticed, 40 percent of all the tactical air sorties 
being flown over the battlefields of South Vietnam are now 
being flown not by Americans, but by South Vietnamese. 

So we see the South Vietnamese not only doing all the 
ground fighting, but increasing their ability to do the 
fighting in the air. 

Finally, the success of our air strikes on the North and 
on the battlefield, the success in turning this battle around 
hastens the day when the South Vietnamese will be able 
to undertake the total activity themselves. 

I am not going to put a date on it. I can only say the 
outcome of the present battle, how badly the North Viet- 
namese are hurt, will determine it, but I am very optimis- 
tic on this point. 


Vice PresmentT AGNEW 


Q. To change the subject and not to be flabby, sir. 

Tue Present. You would never be flabby. 

Q. Thank you, sir. 

Isn’t it time you told us, will Agnew be on the ticket? 

Tue Presmenr. I know that that is a question that is 
very much on the minds of the delegates who will be com- 
ing to Miami in August. I will announce a decision on 
that, my views on it, well before the convention so that 
the delegates will know my views. 

As far as the Vice President is concerned, my views with 
regard to his performance are the same that I reflected 
rather generously in my interview with Mr. Rather in 
January of this year. I think he has done a fine job as Vice 
President. I have very high confidence in him. 

But the decision with regard to the Vice Presidency 
will not be announced until before the Republican Con- 
vention, in good time for them to make their own decision. 

Mr. Horner. 
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JouHN ConNnALLy’s ROLE 


Q. Mr. President, what role do you foresee in the future 
months after he returns from his present trip and after the 
election, for John Connally? 

Tue Preswent. Mr. Horner, first the reports that we 
have had on Mr. Connally’s trip have been excellent. I 
think that his trip to Latin America—and incidentally 
also the trip that Dr. Arthur Burns has made to Latin 
America—came at a good time and allowed the Latin 
American heads of state to express their views just as 
vigorously as did Mr. Echeverria when he was here in 
this country. That is what we want, candid, vigorous talk 
between the heads of state in the American Hemisphere. 

Also, the discussions he is presently having in Austra- 
lia, in New Zealand, in Southeast Asia, India, Pakistan, 
and so forth and later in Iran I know will be helpful. When 
he returns he will not undertake a permanent Govern- 
ment assignment, but he has agreed to undertake special 
Government assignments at that time. I have one in mind, 
a very important one, but I cannot announce it at this 
time. I will announce it when he returns and when he 
reports to me in San Clemente. 

Ms. Cornell. [Laughter] 

Q. Mr. President. 

Tue Present. I said Ms. 


PEeAcE NEGOTIATIONS 


HeLen Tuomas (Mrs. Douglas B. Cornell). Thank 
you. 

Can you tell us what took you back to the Paris peace 
table and would you support a coalition government, for- 
mation of a coalition government, or would you discuss 
it in Paris? 

Tue Present. It would not be useful to indicate the 
discussions that took place in various places with regard 
to returning to the Paris peace table. 

Let it suffice to say that both sides considered it in their 
interests to return to the Paris peace table. We would not 
have returned unless we thought there was a chance for 
more serious discussions and more constructive discussions 
than we have had in the past, although I must be quite 
candid and say that we have been disappointed in the past 
with regard to these discussions. We have had 149 plenary 
sessions and no significant results. I do not believe it would 
be particularly helpful to, in a news conference, to nego- 
tiate with regard to what we are going to talk about at 
the conference. That is a matter that we will negotiate 
with the enemy. 

As far as a coalition government is concerned, no. We 
will not negotiate with the enemy for accomplishing what 
they cannot accomplish themselves and that is to impose 
against their will on the people of South Vietnam a coali- 
tion government with the Communists. 

However, we will be constructive, we will be forthcom- 
ing. An internationally supervised cease-fire, a total with- 
drawal of all Americans within 4 months, a total cessa- 


tion of all bombing—these, we think, are very reasonable 
offers and we believe the enemy should seriously consider 
them. 


Arms CONTROL AND WEAPONS DEVELOPMENT 


Q. Mr. President, hardly had you signed the arms con- 
trol agreements in Moscow, than your Administration 
asked for new money for new strategic weapons. Some of 
your critics are saying that this is almost a deception giv- 
ing the Pentagon what it wants, namely concentration 
on developing quality weapons. Will you try to dispel this 
contradiction? 

Tue Preswent. Mr. Morgan, the problem with re- 
gard to arms control is that we do not deal with it in a 
vacuum. We have to deal with the problem as it affects 
the security of the United States. Now, first, let me say that 
if we had not had an arms control agreement, a limita- 
tion of ABM’s and a temporary limitation for 5 years on 
certain classifications of offensive weapons, I would— 
and I am saying this conservatively—have had to ask the 
Congress of the United States to approve an increase in 
the defense budget for nuclear strategic weapons of at least 
$15 billion a year on a crash program. Reason: Had there 
been no arms control agreement, the Soviet Union’s plans 
called for an increase of their ABM’s to 1,000 over the. 
next 5 years. The arms control agreement limits them to 
200 as it does us. Had there been no arms control agree- 
ment, the Soviet Union had a program underway in the 
field of submarines which would have brought them up 
to over 90. The agreement limits them to 62. 

Had there been no arms control agreement—and this 
is the most important point—in the terms of offensive 
strategic weapons, the Soviet Union that has now passed 
us in offensive strategic weapons—they have 1,600; we 
have roughly 1,000—they would have built 1,000 more 
over the next 5 years. Now, under those circumstances, 
any President of the United States could see that in 5 years 
the United States would be hopelessly behind ; our security 
would be threatened, our allies would be terrified, particu- 
larly in those areas, and our friends, like the Mideast, 
where the possibility of Soviet adventurism is considered 
to be rather great. 

Therefore, the arms control agreement at least put a 
brake on new weapons. Now, with regard to the new 
weapons that you refer to, however, let me point out they 
are not for the next 5-year period. We are really talking 
about the period after that. And they are absolutely essen- 
tial for the security of the United States for another rea- 
son—because looking at this not in a vacuum but in terms 
of what the other side is doing, Mr. Brezhnev made it very 
clear that he intended to go forward in those categories 
that were not limited. 

Now, in fairness to him, he also said, and made it very 
clear—he made it perfectly clear, I should say—he said 
that he expected that we would go forward. Now, under 
these circumstances, then, for the United States not to go 
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forward in those areas that were not controlled would 
mean that at the end of the seventies we would be in an 
inferior position and no President of the United States 
can take the responsibility of allowing the United States 
to be the second most powerful nation in the world, not 
because of any jingoistic idea but because if we are in that 
position, our foreign policy, our commitments around the 
world would be very, very seriously jeopardized. 

Now the most important point I have saved for the last 
and that is this: I think these agreements are in the interest 
of the United States. I think that they are very much in the 
interest of arms control and therefore in the interest of 
world peace. But, they are only a beginning; they are only 
the foundation. Now, what we have to do is to really go 
forward with the second step. That is why the phase 2 of 
the arms control limitation, which we hope will begin in 
October, provided the Congress approves the ones that we 
have before them at the present time—phase 2, which 
will be a permanent arms control agreement on all offen- 
sive nuclear weapons—this is the one that we think can 
have far greater significance even than phase 1. 

Phase 1 is the breakthrough and phase 2 is the culmina- 
tion. And phase 2, if we can reach agreement with the 
Soviets—and it will take long and hard bargaining—but 
if we can reach it, it will mean, then, that we not only 
hold our arms budgets where they are, but that in these 
new programs instead of going forward with them on th 
basis presently projected we will be able to cut them back. 

That is our goal and I think we can achieve it provided 
we approve phase | and provided we continue a credible 
arms program because, believe me, the Soviets are not 
going to agree to limit their future programs unless they 
have something to get from us. 


B—1 BomsBeEerR 


Q. Mr. President, in consideration of your argument on 
our need for offensive weapons, why, then, do you insist 
on development of the costly B-1 bomber when in fact 
the Soviet Union has shown little interest in the bomber 
force in recent years and as far as we know has no new 
bomber force on the drawing boards at this time? 

Tue Presmenr. Each power, the Soviet Union and the 
United States, must have those forces that are needed for 
its own security. We basically are not only a land power 
but a land and sea power. The Soviet Union is primarily 
a land power with certain definite requirements; having 
that in mind, we believe that the B—1 bomber is, for our 
security interest, necessary. 

As far as the Soviet Union is concerned, the fact that 
they are not developing bombers does not mean that they 
do not respect ours. And I would say, too, that had we 
not had our present advantage in bombers we could not 
then stand by and allow the Soviets to have a 1,600 to 
1,000 advantage in terms of missiles that are land based. 
So, our bombers is an offset for that. 
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SociAL SEcurRITY 


Q. It was made perfectly clear to us this week that you 
would be less than overjoyed if the Senate should attach 
a 20 percent social security increase to the debt ceiling 
extension bill which expires tomorrow night. It looks like 
that might happen tomorrow. I wonder what you see as the 
consequences, and what you could do about it? 

Tue Preswent. Well, there should be an increase in 
social security. There has been an increase in the cost of 
living, and I have favored an increase in the social security. 
The problem with the 20 percent increase which the Sen- 
ate will consider is what it does to the Social Security 
System, and also what it does to the cost of living and to 
future taxes in this country. 

We must realize that if a 20 percent social security 
(increase) is passed by the Senate and by the Congress, 
that the increased payroll tax to pay for it will completely 
wipe out the tax reduction that was given to middle- 
income and lower-middle-income wage earners in 1969. 
That is a question that the Congress has got to address 
itself to. 

If, on the other hand, the Congress passes the 20 percent 
increase in social security and does not finance it ade- 
quately, it will seriously jeopardize the integrity of the so- 
cial security trust fund, and it could be highly inflationary 
which, of course, will hurt most the social security people, 
the retired people. 

So these are considerations that have motivated me in 
expressing concern. It is not that we do not want an in- 
crease in social security. It isn’t that we do not want as 
high an increase as possible. But the increase must be a 
responsible one. It should be funded. And the Congress, 
if it does not fund it, would be doing something that would 
not be in the interest of retired people, who would be 
faced with an increase in the cost of living. 


Tue Vice PRESENT 


Q. Sir, I know you have said that you don’t care to dis- 
cuss politics until after the Republican Convention, which 
has to make you kind of an unusual man in Washington, 
but in your answer a while ago regarding Vice President 
Agnew, I gained the impression that he may be a one-term 
Vice President. Am I correct in that? 

Tue Presment. Certainly not, no. As I said to Mr. 
Rather—I cannot reconstruct it exactly; he probably 
can—but in any event, as I said to him in that program, 
Mr. Agnew had conducted himself, I thought, with great 
dignity, with great courage, some controversy—which is 
inevitable when you have courage—and that under these 
circumstances, since he was a member of a winning team, 
I did not believe breaking up a winning team was a good 
idea. 

That was my view then, that is my view now. However, 
the final decision, as I indicated in my answer a few 
moments ago, will be deferred until before the Republican 
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Convention, and I will make it in time for the delegates to 
know what my views are. 
Mr. Theis. 


UNEMPLOYMENT 


Q. Mr. President, with all the shifts in the economy, un- 
employment seems to be stalled at just under 6 percent. 
What plans do you have to do something about that? 

Tue Present. We have been making great strides 
on the employment side, as you know, Mr. Theis: 
2,300,000 new jobs since the new economic policy was 
announced on August 15. We expect that the rapid expan- 
sion of the economy, which most economists agree is taking 
place, is going to reflect itself in reducing unemployment 
rolls, not as fast as we would like, but in reducing them, 
through the fall and winter months. 

As far as additional actions are concerned, we do not 
contemplate any at this time, except that we are going to 
continue those policies that have resulted in the economy 
growing at a rate of 5!/. percent in real growth, and that 
have resulted—and this is perhaps the most important 
number to those who are employed, the 80 million or so— 
have resulted in the wage earners of this country getting off 
the treadmill. 

For 5 years before we arrived here in 1969 wages had 
gone up but the wage increases had been almost entirely 
eaten up by price increases. The most significant thing 
that has happened since the new economic policy is that 
we have cut the rate of inflation down so that it is half 

of what it was in 1970, from 6 to 3 percent. Wages have 
continued to go up, even though at a lower rate, but real, 
spendable earnings of 80 million wage earners have gone 
up 5 percent. That is as compared with going up at the 
rate of only 1 percent a year in the sixties. It is this kind 
of progress that is good. 

On the other hand, I am not a bit satisfied with the 
fact that unemployment is at 5.9 percent, and we are 
continuing to explore other means of trying to bring it 
down faster. 


Mr. Lisagor. 
BoMBING AND THE PARIS PEACE TALKS 


Q. Mr. President, a clarifying question on the bomb- 
ing, please. You have said that the sole purpose of your 
bombing and your mining, in your May 8 speech, was to 
protect the 60,000 American troops there. Did I under- 
stand you to say, in answer to an earlier question, that that 
bombing is now contingent upon the release of the pris- 
oners? And I would like to ask an additional question that 
is slightly related: Were there any conditions attached by 
each side to the return to the Paris peace talks? 

Tue Presiwent. No, there are no conditions attached 
to either side. We are going back to the talks prepared to 
negotiate without conditions, which we think is the most 
constructive way to obtain results. For example, the condi- 
tion—I assume this is the implication of your question— 
there was no condition that if we would go back to the 
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talks we would stop the bombing. We do not intend to. 
We will stop the bombing when the conditions are met 
that I laid out in my May 8 speech. 

In my May 8 speech, Mr. Lisagor, as you recall, I laid 
down three conditions: I said that we were bombing mili- 
tary targets in the North, that we were mining the harbor, 
and that we were doing so for three purposes: to prevent 
the imposition of a Communist government in South Viet- 
nam, to protect our remaining forces in South Vietnam, 
which were then 60,000, and, in addition, for the purpose 
of obtaining the release of our POW’s. 

Those are the three conditions that we have as far as 
the bombing is concerned. 

But we are prepared to negotiate on those points with 
the enemy. We have no desire to continue the bombing 
for one moment longer than necessary to accomplish what 
we consider to be these very minimal objectives. 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT DECISION 


Q. Mr. President, do you regard capital punishment as 
cruel and unusual, and do you think steps should be taken 
to reinstate it? 

Tue Presment. I was expecting that question tonight, 
but as you know, the Court just handed down its decision 
and I immediately got hold of Mr. Dean, Counsel to the 
President, and I said, “Send it over to me.” He said, 
“There are nine opinions.” 

Now I try to read fast, but I couldn’t get through all 
nine opinions. But I did get through the Chief Justice’s. 

As I understand it, the holding of the Court must not be 
taken at this time to rule out capital punishment in all 
kinds of crimes. This has dealt apparently with crimes at 
the State level and will apply to 35 States in which we do 
have the situation where capital punishment does apply. 

Now, it is my view that as far as cruel and inhuman 
punishment is concerned, any punishment is cruel and 
inhuman which takes the life of a man, or woman, for 
that matter. 

But, on the other hand, the point that I wish to em- 
phasize is this: In the case of kidnaping and in the case 

of hijacking, Federal crimes, what we are trying to do is 
to prevent the loss of life. 

I recall the situation at the time of the Lindbergh kid- 
naping. I recall that kidnapings were sort of par for the 
course then. Any wealthy family was a possible subject for 
kidnaping. 

Kidnaping has been substantially reduced. Now some 
experts will say that the deterrent of the Lindbergh law 
was not what did it. Something had to have that effect. 
Therefore, I have said in the past and I do not retreat 
from that now, I believe that capital punishment is a nec- 
essary deterrent for capital crimes of that type as far as 
the Federal jurisdiction is concerned—kidnaping and 
hijacking. 

Now, as far as the Court’s decision is concerned, ex- 
cept for three of the judges who based their decision on 
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the eighth amendment, which rules out cruel and in- 
humane punishment and as far as the Court’s decision is 
concerned, I do not understand it necessarily to apply to 
these Federal crimes. I would hope that it would not. 

I have expressed my views and I will also say, of course, 
that we will carry out whatever the Court finally deter- 
mines to be the law of the land. But I would hope that 
the Court’s decision does not go so far as to rule out capi- 
tal punishment for kidnaping and hijacking. 


Gun ContTROL 


Q. Mr. President, in light of the attempted assassination 
of Governer Wallace, have you changed your thinking at 
all on the need for Federal laws controlling the sale of 
handguns? 

Tue Preswenrt. Well, my thinking has not changed. I 
have always felt there should be a Federal law for the con- 
trol of handguns. As you will note, Mr. Kleindienst testi- 
fied to that effect earlier today and he did testify to that 
effect after checking my own position on it. 

The problem there is to write the law, the legislation, 
in such a way that it is precise and deals with that kind of 
handgun which ought to be controlled. And I am referring 
now to the Saturday night specials. These are ones where 
you would have Federal jurisdiction because many of 
them come in from abroad and, being imported from 
abroad, it would be particularly a matter for Federal 
control. 

I believe, however, that the legislation, if it is there- 
fore precisely written—and we have been cooperating with 
the Senate committee, particularly with Senator Hruska, 
in attempting to work out the proper language—that the 
Congress should pass such a law and I wil! sign it, ruling 
out Saturday night specials, which I think is the major 
source of this kind of crime you speak about. 


Tue SupREME Court 


Q. Mr. President, do you consider the Supreme Court 
now to be in balance or do you think it needs another dose 
of strict constructionism if that occasion should arise. 

Tue Presment. I have expressed myself with regard to 
the Court on previous occasions, but I feel at the present 
time, that the Court is as balanced as I have had an op- 
portunity to make it. [ Laughter] 

I have been interested to note that there have been sev- 
eral five-to-four decisions, but let me also say—and the 
Chief Justice was in to see me the other day and we talked 
about a number of things—let me also say that of the 
people I have appointed to that Court—and each one 
of them will bear this out—I have never talked to them di- 
rectly or indirectly about a matter before the Court. 

I had a pretty good idea before they went on how I 


thought they might think, but sometimes they have ruled 
differently, because lawyers never agree. 
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Future Goats 


Q. Mr. President, sir, since you have taken care of 
many of the problems with Peking and Moscow and had 
some agreements and now you seem to have made great 
progress with the war, I wonder what areas of the world 
you would like to work on next? 

THE Preswent. Well, I don’t want to go to the moon. 
[ Laughter] 

EVALUATION OF BoMBING 


Q. Mr. President, the history of American bombing of 
North Vietnam indicates that it has served to hinder nego- 
tiations rather than stimulate negotiations. Why do you 
think it is going to work now in view of that history? 

Tue Preswenrt. I am not sure that my evaluation of 
the history is the same as yours. My own view is that we 
have tried every device possible over the past 3 years to 
get negotiations going. We have withdrawn forces, we 
have made very forthcoming offers, we have wound down 
combat activities on our part, and the result has been 
simply an ever increasing intransigence on the part of the 
enemy. 

Believe me, it was only as a last resort that I made the 
very difficult decision of May 8, knowing how much rode 
on that decision, but having made that decision, I think it 
was the right decision and I think the fact that our summit 
meetings went ahead despite that decision, the fact that 
we are going back to the negotiating table despite that deci- 
sion, indicates that it may be that those who feel that a 
strong hand at the negotiating table is one that results in 
no negotiation, may be wrong. 

It has always been my theory that in dealing with these 
very pragmatic men—and we must respect them for their 
strength and their pragmatism—who lead the Communist 
nations, that they respect strength—not belligerence but 
strength—and at least that is the way I am always going 


to approach it, and I think it is going to be successful in 
the end. 


Tue Vice PresmeNTIAL NoMINATION 


Q. Mr. President, in the middle of May, Vice President 
Agnew told a number of reporters that he thought it was 
totally unrealistic for anyone to imagine a Republican 
convention nominating a Democrat like John Connally. 

Can you tell us if you discussed that statement with him 
and if you knew he was going to make it? 

Finally, if the answer to that question is no, can you 
give us your reaction to it? 

THe Preswent. I did not discuss it with Vice President 
Agnew. I almost said “Vice President Connally.” But, I 
did not discuss it with the Vice President. I would say in 
terms of political evaluation, he, of course, is correct. A 
Republican convention or a Democratic convention tends 


to nominate members of their own party to their high 
offices. 
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Now, as far as Secretary Connally is concerned, how- 
ever, I think we can only say that he is a man who has 
served his country extremely well in national office, as 
Governor of his State, and then as Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. I certainly hope that in the future he will serve this 
country in some capacity. 

I am not going to go further, though, on the Vice Presi- 
dency. I have expressed my views with regard to Vice 
President Agnew and I will at the proper time inform the 
delegates of my views. 


PRESIDENTIAL PRESS CONFERENCES 


Q. Mr. President, this is kind of an in-house question, 
but I think it is of interest. 

THe Preswent. You would not ask an “outhouse” 
question, would you? [Laughter] 

Q. I am not sure what an outhouse question is . 

Tue Present. I know. 

Q. Nevertheless, I think this is of interest to our viewers 
and listeners and readers, and that is that you seem to 
have done very well tonight, you are certainly in command 
of this situation, and yet this is the first time in a year that 
you have been willing to meet with us in this kind of 
forum. 

What is your feeling about these types of press con- 
ferences? 

THe Present. It is not that I am afraid to do it. 
I have to determine the best way of communication and 
also, and this will sound self-serving and is intended to be: 
I have to use the press conference—I don’t mean use the 
reporters, but use the press conference—when I believe 
that is the best way to communicate or inform the people. 

Now, for example, I had to make a decision—it may 
have been wrong—but I concluded that in the very sensi- 
tive period leading up to the Peking trip and the period 
thereafter and in the even more sensitive period, as it 
turned out to be, leading up to the Moscow trip and the 
period immediately thereafter, that the press conference, 
even “‘no-commenting” questions was not a useful thing 
for the President of the United States to engage in. 

I felt I was, of course, on television enough in that 
period anyway, if that was the problem. As you know, 
I have met the press, not perhaps as often as some mem- 
bers of the press would like, or maybe as often as I would 
like, but I have met them in other formats than the tele- 
vised conference. 

The other point that I should make is this: I know that 
many members of the press have been discussing the press 
conference and they feel that perhaps the President, this 

President, is tempted to downgrade the press or down- 
grade the press conference. I am not trying to do that. It 
is useful, it is important. It requires hard work in prepar- 
ing for it, I can assure you. But I think I can best put it 
this way: Every President has to make a decision when he 


enters the office about his relations with the press and 
about his job. I mean, I am as human as anybody else, 
I like to get a good press. But on the other hand I had 
to determine, and I did determine, as I am sure most 
Presidents do, that what was most important at this time 
was for me to do a good job because the stakes were so 
high, particularly in foreign policy, and also in some areas 
of domestic policy. 

Now, if I do a good job, the fact I get bad press isn’t 
going to matter; if I do a bad job, a good press isn’t going 
to help. When November comes, the people will decide 
whether I have done a good job or not and whether I have 
had so many press conferences is probably not going to 
make a lot of difference. 

I trust I can do both because it is essential for a Presi- 
dent to communicate with the people, to inform the press 
who, of course, do talk to the people, either on television, 
radio, or through what they write. 

I hope perhaps in the future we can avoid the feeling on 
the part of the press that the President is antagonistic to 
them. I can’t say whether the President thinks the press is 
antagonistic to him, but that is another matter. 

Frank Cormier (Associated Press). Thank you, Mr. 
President. 

NOTE: President Nixon’s twenty-fifth news conference was held at 
9 p.m. on Thursday, June 29, 1972, in the East Room at the White 


House. The news conference was broadcast live on radio and 
television. 


Veto of Public Broadcasting Bill 


The President’s Message to the House of Representatives 
Returning H.R. 13918 Without His Approval. 
June 30, 1972 


To the House of Representatives: 


I find it necessary to return without my approval H.R. 
13918 which is intended to provide increased financing 
for the Corporation for Public Broadcasting and to modify 
the Public Broadcasting Act of 1967 by making various 
changes in the structure of the non-commercial, educa- 
tional broadcasting system. 

Public broadcasting can and does make important con- 
tributions to our Nation’s life by presenting educational 
and cultural programs of diversity and excellence. Pro- 
grams such as “Sesame Street” and “The Electric Com- 
pany” already have begun to repay the far-sighted 
decision the Nation made in the 1950s when channels 
were reserved for educational purposes. Public broadcast- 
ing deserves to be continued, and to be strengthened. 

The legislation before me, however, offers a poor ap- 
proach to public broadcast financing. It ignores some 
serious questions which must be resolved before any long- 
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range public broadcasting financing can be soundly de- 
vised, and before the statutory framework for public 
broadcasting is changed. 

There are many fundamental disagreements concern- 
ing the directions which public broadcasting has taken 
and should pursue in the future. Perhaps the most im- 
portant one is the serious and widespread concern—ex- 
pressed in Congress and within public broadcasting it- 
self—that an organization, originally intended only to 
serve the local stations, is becoming instead the center of 
power and the focal point of control for the entire public 
broadcasting system. 

The Public Broadcasting Act of 1967 made localism a 
primary means of achieving the goals of the educational 
broadcasting system. Localism places the principal public 
interest responsibility on the individual educational radio 
and television stations, licensed to serve the needs and in- 
terests of their own communities. By not placing adequate 
emphasis on localism, H.R. 13918 threatens to erode sub- 
stantially public broadcasting’s impressive potential for 
promoting innovative and diverse cultural and educational 
programming. 

The public and legislative debate regarding passage of 
H.R. 13918 has convinced me that the problems posed 
by Government financing of a public broadcast system are 
much greater than originally thought. They cannot be re- 
solved until the structure of public broadcasting has been 
more firmly established, and we have a more extensive 
record of experience on which to evaluate its role in our 
national life. 

This Administration has demonstrated its dedication 
to the principle of public broadcasting by increasing ap- 
propriations to the Corporation sevenfold in the past three 
years, from $5 million in FY 69 to $35 million in FY 72. 
On top of this, I have requested an additional 30 percent 
increase for next year to $45 million. The funding pro- 
posed in H.R. 13918, which almost doubles next year’s 
appropriation, and more than doubles the following year’s 
appropriation over FY 1972, is unwarranted in light of 
the serious questions yet unanswered by our brief experi- 
ence with public broadcasting. 

I urge the continuation of carefully measured annual 
funding for the Corporation, under the existing statutory 
framework, subject to regular budgetary oversight and 
review. Specifically, I ask the Congress to follow my budget 
recommendation by enacting a one-year extension of the 
Corporation’s authorization and providing it $45 million. 
Since interim funds for the Corporation are included in 
a continuing resolution currently before the Congress, 
there should be no interruption of the Corporation’s 
activities. 

RicHarp Nixon 
The White House 
June 30, 1972 
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Disaster Assistance for Pennsylvania 


Announcement of Inclusion of All Counties in the State 
in Disaster Declaration. June 30, 1972 


The President today announced the amendment of his 
major disaster declaration of June 23, 1972, for the State 
of Pennsylvania to include all counties in the State as 
major disaster areas. 

The amendment, made at the President’s direction by 
George Lincoln, Director of the Office of Emergency 
Preparedness, makes all counties in the State eligible for 
disaster assistance under the Federal Disaster Assistance 
Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-606). 

Twenty of Pennsylvania’s 67 counties were eligible for 
disaster assistance initially. Seventeen more counties were 
added to the list this week. Preliminary surveys have been 
completed in all counties, and it is now apparent that suffi- 
cient damage has been inflicted to include all counties 
under the President’s declaration. 

Federal relief activities in Pennsylvania are being coor- 
dinated by the President’s Office of Emergency Prepared- 
ness. Disaster specialists from OEP have been working in 
the area under John F. Sullivan, an OEP Regional Direc- 
tor and Federal coordinating officer for the State. 


White Cane Safety Day, 1972 


Proclamation 4141. June 30, 1972 
By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 


For the more than one million Americans with severe 
visual disability, mobility is one of life’s most basic and 
pressing problems. Even moving about in a familiar room 
is a complex task for someone who cannot see. How much 
greater is the job of navigating unfamiliar and hazardous 
city streets. 

Although there are a number of aids which sightless 
people can use to help them move about, none is so simple, 
yet so helpful, as the white cane. It enables a sightless 
person to move about easily, skillfully, and, most impor- 
tant, independently. 

Not only does the white cane liberate the body, it 
strengthens the spirit of its user, instilling confidence and 
self-respect. It transforms blindness from a tragedy to a 
handicap which can be overcome. By permitting mobility, 
the white cane may enable a blind person to hold a steady 
job without depending on others for transportation. It 
allows him to shop, to enjoy leisure time, and to visit with 
neighbors and friends. 
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The white can user wants neither charity nor pity from 
the rest of us. He does expect a safe passage as he walks 
down and across the street. And he deserves understand- 
ing, cooperation, and courtesy, particularly from motor 
vehicle drivers and bicycle riders. Taking an extra moment 
to yield the right-of-way to a pedestrian with a white cane 
may cost the driver a second or two, but failing to do so 
could cost a sightless walker his life. We all must learn to 
recognize the white cane and take the necessary action 
to assure the safety of its user. 

To make all Americans more fully aware of the signifi- 
cance of the white cane and the need for extra care and 
courtesy when approaching its user, the Congress, by a 
joint resolution approved October 6, 1964 (78 Stat. 
1003), has authorized the President to proclaim Octo- 
ber 15 of each year as White Can Safety Day. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, RicHArp Nixon, President of the 
United States of America, do hereby proclaim October 15, 
1972, as White Cane Safety Day. 

I urge all Americans to mark this occasion by greater 
consideration for the special needs of the visually handi- 
capped, and particularly by learning to heed the white 
cane in order that our traffic-filled streets may become 
safer for all, sighted and sightless alike. 

In Witness Wuereor, | have hereunto set my hand 
this thirtieth day of June, in the year of our Lord nine- 
teen hundred seventy-two, and of the Independence 
of the United States of America the one hundred 
ninety-sixth. 

RicHarp Nrxon 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 3:10 p.m., 
June 30, 1972] 


United States Merchant Marine 


Statement by the President Announcing Award of 
Contracts for the Construction of 16 Merchant 
Ships. July 1, 1972 


I am pleased to announce today the award of nearly 
$660 million in contracts for the construction of 16 new, 
advanced-design merchant ships in five U.S. shipyards. 
This action makes an important contribution to my con- 
tinuing program to revitalize the American merchant 
marine. 

In addition to adding 16 new ships to our merchant 
fleet, these five contracts will bring more than 18,000 
mah-years of work to the five shipyards—at Baltimore, 
Maryland; San Diego and San Pedro, California; Brook- 
lyn, New York; and Bath, Maine—plus an additional 
18,000 man-years of work in supporting industries sup- 
plying steel and machinery. 

My new program for a new American merchant 
marine—embodied in the Merchant Marine Act of 


1970—s designed to restore our merchant fleet to a vigor- 
ous, competitive position on the high seas, and to restore 
employment and profit in our shipping and shipbuilding 
industries at home. 

Today’s awards, plus the other contracts which have 
been signed for other new or remodeled ships under my 
program, will bring us measurably closer to those two 
ymportant economic goals. 

The United States, as the leading Nation engaged in 
world trade, must in its own self-interest have a merchant 
marine commensurate with its large stake in international 
commerce. This Administration has a firm commitment, 
which we are fulfilling, to restore the United States to the 
rank of a first class maritime power. 

Today’s awards, when added to the previous contracts 
under my program, make a grand total so far of $1.1 bil- 
lion in new or modernized merchant ships. In keeping 
with Federal policy of assisting the American shipbuild- 
ing industry to compete effectively against lower-cost com- 
petitors abroad, the Government is bearing $479 million 
of the overall total cost. 

I am pleased to note, however, that the percentage of 
subsidy is dropping, as I urged in announcing my new 
program. These new contracts, for example, will require 
43 percent subsidy as compared with the 55 percent 
which was permitted prior to my program. 

This is clear and heartening evidence that the U.S. ship- 
building industry will meet the challenge I offered: to 
rebuild our merchant fleet at reasonable cost, which is 
a vital necessity in these years of close attention to Federal 
budget demands. 

While paring costs and subsidies, however, we are get- 
ting the best. One of today’s contracts involves the con- 
struction of three van-type freighters which will be the 
largest of their type ever built in this country. Another calls 
for construction of three modern tankers which are the 
largest ships ever ordered in the United States. 

The American merchant marine and the industries and 
workers which support it clearly are on their way to a 
promising new era of modern and competitive American 
merchant shipping. 


Extension of Emergency 
Unemployment Compensation 
Program 


Statement by the President on Signing H.R. 15587 
IntoLaw. July 1, 1972 


I am pleased to have signed H.R. 15587 which extends 
for an additional 6 months the Emergency Unemploy- 
ment Compensation Act of 1971. 
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This bill provides up to 13 extra weeks of unemploy- 
ment compensation for workers who have exhausted 
their benefits in States where unemployment remains high. 

Despite dramatic increases in employment nationally— 
from 78.8 million jobs in May 1971 to 81.4 million jobs 
in May 1972—some areas of stubborn unemployment 
continue to persist, largely because of a continuing shift 
of expenditures from defense and defense-related industries 
to domestic needs. 

I am deeply concerned with the economic well-being of 
all American workers. While the economy is showing en- 
couraging signs of growth, the anticipated reduction in 
unemployment is taking more time in some areas and, 
therefore, a temporary continuation of emergency unem- 
ployment compensation benefits is needed. 

When I signed the Emergency Unemployment Com- 
pensation Act of 1971 last December, I called attention to 
the serious deficiency in the financing of that bill. I pointed 
out that it was a departure from the usual principle under 
which our unemployment insurance programs have oper- 
ated since the 1930's. 

I am gratified that the Congress, in responding to my re- 
quest for extending this legislation, accepted my sugges- 
tions that it should be properly financed. 

I am pleased that we can provide this extended eligi- 
bility to our unemployed American workers. 


NOTE: As enacted, the bill (H.R. 15587) is Public Law 92-329, ap- 
proved June 30, 1972. 


Veterans’ Compensation and 
Relief Act of 1972 


Statement by the President on Signing the Bill 
IntoLaw. July 1, 1972 


I am pleased to have signed into law S. 3338, the Veter- 
ans’ Compensation and Relief Act of 1972. 

At my request the Veterans Administration proposed 
legislation to increase veterans disability compensation 
benefits in order to meet rises in the cost of living, and I 
am gratified that the Congress has responded to my re- 
quest with this act. 

I would also like to express my appreciation to the Con- 
gress for their cooperation with my efforts to have this act 
delivered to me so that I can sign it into law before mid- 
night tonight [June 30]. As a result, the increased com- 
pensation benefits will now be delivered to disabled vet- 
erans beginning August 1, 1972, rather than a month 
later. 

Among other things, this act provides for a 10 percent 
increase in the monthly payment for disabled veterans and 
a similar increase in allowances for those more seriously dis- 
abled veterans with dependents. 


This is the second opportunity I have had during my 
Administration to sign into effect an increase in disabled 
veterans compensation benefits. I am pleased that these 
benefit increases will soon be helping over 2 million of our 
most deserving men and women. 


NoTE: As enacted, the bill (S. 3338) is Public Law 92-328, ap- 
proved June 30, 1972. 


San Francisco Bay National 
Wildlife Refuge 


Statement by the President on Signing H.R. 12143 
Establishing the Refuge. July 1, 1972 


The pattern of urbanization and growth in our great 
Nation, while beneficial in many respects, has not been 
accomplished without a certain amount of environmental 
degradation and the despoilation of important wildlife 
habitat. The large metropolitan complex surrounding 
San Francisco Bay is no exception to this pattern. At one 
time the Bay covered about 700 square miles. Today only 
400 square miles remain. 

As a result, important wildlife habitat in San Francisco 
Bay has been reduced by 75 percent. In all of California, 
dredge and fill activity destroyed two-thirds of the estu- 
arine wildlife habitat between 1947 and 1967. 

The bill I have signed will not reclaim those wetlands 
which have been lost. It will, however, provide some as- 
surance that a very important wetland complex in south 
San Francisco Bay will remain. By establishing the San 
Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge, this legislation 
will protect the natural habitat for thousands of migratory 
birds, for three wildlife species threatened with extinction 
(California clapper rail, California least tern, and the 
salt marsh harvest mouse), and for other wildlife species. 

In addition to preserving an important wildlife habitat, 
this legislation will also establish a wildlife-oriented public 
use area providing opportunities for fishing, animal and 
bird observation, wildlife interpretation, research and en- 
vironmental education. 

The establishment of this refuge would not have oc- 
curred without the deep concern and commitment of 
many dedicated citizens toward this end for some time. 
Their efforts have resulted not only in this Federal action, 
but in numerous other favorable and complementary 
steps at other governmental levels. The “San Francisco 
Bay Plan,” developed by the San Francisco Bay Conser- 
vation and Development Commission, is a particularly 
fine example of local environmental initiatives. 

The new San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge 
will be administered by the Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife within the Department of the Interior. The 
Nation’s leading wildlife resource management agency, 
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this Bureau will now develop the San Francisco Bay 
Refuge into one of the most appreciated and beneficial 
units of the National Wildlife Refuge System. Located 
within a major metropolitan area, the refuge will become 
a wildlife showcase and study center where many Ameri- 
cans will be able to gain a first-hand exposure to some 
of nature’s fundamental handiwork. 


NOTE: As enacted, the bill (H.R. 12143) is Public Law 92-330, 
approved June 30, 1972. 


Debt Ceiling and Social Security 
Benefits Increase 


Statement by the President Upon Signing H.R. 15390 
IntoLaw. July 1, 1972 


I have today signed H.R. 15390, which extends the 
temporary ceiling on the national debt, and which, among 
other measures, provides for an across-the-board increase 
of 20 percent in social security benefits. 

One important feature of this legislation which I greet 
with special favor is the automatic increase provision 
which will allow social security benefits to keep pace with 
the cost of living. This provision is one which I have long 
urged, and I am pleased that the Congress has at last ful- 
filled a request which I have been making since the first 
months of my Administration. This action constitutes a 
major breakthrough for older Americans, for it says at 
- last that inflation-proof social security benefits are theirs 
as a matter of right, and not as something which must be 
temporarily won over and over again from each succeed- 
ing Congress. 

Another important section of H.R. 15390 provides for 
accelerated tax refunds for disaster losses. This provision, 
the passage of which this Administration also urged on the 
Congress, extends from 314 months to 6 months the pe- 
riod after the end of the tax year in which a person can 
claim a deduction for disaster losses. This means, for 
example, that a person suffering disaster losses between 
April 15 and June 30 of this year can recompute his or 
her 1971 taxes and receive a refund check now, while the 
money is needed most, rather than waiting until next 
April to claim the same amount. This is particularly timely 
in the wake of the extensive damage caused by the recent 
floods. 

As I have indicated on other occasions, however, H.R. 

15390 includes some serious shortcomings. 

It fails the test of fiscal responsibility by failing fully to 
finance its increase in social security benefits. As a result of 
this failure, it would add an additional $3.7 billion to the 
more than $3 billion by which earlier actions and inactions 
by the Congress have already thrown the full employment 
budget for fiscal year 1973 into deficit—thus threatening 


dangerously to escalate the rate of inflation at a time when 
this Administration’s economic policies are succeeding in 
turning it back. 

I am determined that we shall win the battle against 
inflation—and that fiscally irresponsible policies shall not 
again penalize all Americans, and especially the older citi- 
zens whom these benefit increases are designed to help, by 
taking away in higher prices what they have gained in 
higher wages and higher benefits. 

Therefore, it will be necessary for the Congress and 
the Administration to offset the additional $3.7 billion 
deficit created by this measure through cuts in other Fed- 
eral programs. 

An additional fault with H.R. 15390 is that it jeop- 
ardizes the integrity of the Social Security Trust Fund by 
substantially reducing the necessary coverage of trust fund 
reserves to ensure annual benefit payments. I shall request 
the next. Congress to restore this full 100 percent 
protection. 

My belief that offsetting cuts in other programs can be 
made—although they may be painful—together with my 
belief that older Americans need and deserve increased 
benefits, permits me to sign this measure. However, I note 
that the Congress has extended the debt ceiling only 
until October 31, thus setting the stage for what could 
become a frantic, election-eve scramble to attach a whole 
collection of seemingly attractive, politically popular but 
fiscally irresponsible riders to the debt ceiling bill at that 
time. Debt ceiling bills are a tempting target for such 
maneuvers, because the Government quickly becomes un- 
able to function if the ceiling falls back below the actual 
level of Government debt. I place the Congress on notice 
now that if this occurs—if fiscally irresponsible riders are 
then attached to that debt ceiling bill, for which it is not 
possible to find offsetting cuts in other programs—then 
I will not hesitate to exercise my right and responsibility 
to veto. 

Beyond the shortcomings I have noted in this measure, 
it should be noted that the added benefits will not come 
without cost. Even though it is not fully funded, the 
measure still imposes considerable additional tax burdens 
on all wage earners. However, the overriding and finally 
determining factor in my decision to give my approval 
to this act is my deep concern for the well-being of our 
older Americans. They both need and deserve a signifi- 
cant increase in social security benefits. 

With the signing of H.R. 15390, social security benefits 
since this Administration took office will have increased 
by a compound total of 51 percent. It is now our respon- 
sibility to see that these needed increases in income for 
our senior citizens are not eaten up by increases in the cost 
of living. The Congress has a solemn responsibility to join 
me in fighting inflation, adopting an unbreakable role— 
that there shall be no future increases in spending above 
my budget without providing for tax increases to pay 
for such spending increases. Our older Americans deserve 
full and fair consideration at the hands of their Govern- 
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ment, and I have made every effort to see that they receive 
it. It is in consideration of their just requirements, and 
in spite of the fiscal irresponsibility that the Congress has 
demonstrated in its deficit funding of this legislation, that 
I have signed H.R. 15390. 


Note: As enacted, the bill (H.R. 15390) is Public Law 92-336, 
approved July 1, 1972. 


National Council on the Arts and 
National Endowment for the Arts 


The President’s Message to the Congress Transmitting 
the Fiscal Year 1971 Report of the Council and the 
Endowment. Dated June 30, 1972. 

Released July 1, 1972 


To the Congress of the United States: 

It is with profound pleasure and pride that I transmit 
to the Congress the Annual Report of the National Coun- 
cil on the Arts and the National Endowment for the Arts 
for the Fiscal Year 1971. 

The report mirrors the vitality of musicians, actors, 
dancers, painters, sculptors, architects, writers, poets— 
extending our cultural renaissance into all of our com- 
munities. It reports and reflects the dedicated work of the 
producers and planners, the budgeters and the backstage 
hands, even the special grace of such as the museum guides 
who turn routine tours into lifetime experiences with their 
flashes of expertise and insight. 

I invite the members of the Congress to share my 
pleasure and pride in the truly remarkable work of the 
National Council on the Arts and the National Endow- 
ment for the Arts. This work has been possible because 
you have recognized the importance of the arts, and 
because you have joined in voting across party lines to 
approve dramatic increases in our appropriations for 
the arts. 

You have seen that individual, creative effort is an 
essential element of the American character. You have 
understood that the enrichment of the human spirit, and 
the sudden lifting of the soul, are legitimate objectives of 
government in the finest sense. 

Just as 18th century America was dedicated in large 
part to the achievement of political liberty, and 19th 
century America to the attainment of economic oppor- 
tunity, historians of the future may cite 20th century 
America for is dedication to the definition of the quality 
and justice of life. In all of these things our national point 
of view about the arts is fundamental. And right now, we 
are becoming increasingly a nation of participants in the 
arts. 

There now are 44 million amateur musicians in the 
United States, more than one in five of our population. 
To take a second example, there are more than 5,000 


amateur theatrical companies. And these are more than 
mere statistics: I am saying that the arts are not for a 
privileged few, but for everybody. And the arts are not 
merely sights and sounds: I believe the arts can teach us 
to hear when we listen, to understand when we see, to 
enjoy when we perform. 

Individual, corporate, foundation, State and local sup- 
port for the arts remains central to the national interac- 
tion that gives our culture its unique vitality. But I do 
believe that, as I said in September 1969, “the Federal 
Government has a vital role as catalyst, innovator and 
supporter of public and private efforts for cultural 
development.” And I am sure that in the National 
Council on the Arts and the National Endowment for the 
Arts we have a national asset of worth and luster. 

I take a very special satisfaction in this annual report. 
I hope you will enjoy reading it. And I urge you to make 
it possible for this good and bountiful work to go on. 


RicHarp Nrxon 
The White House 


June 30, 1972 
NOTE: The report is entitled “National Endowment for the Arts 


and National Council on the Arts: Annual Report—Fiscal Year 
1971” (129 pp., processed). 


Disaster Relief Supplemental 
Appropriation 


Announcement of Signing of H.J. Res. 1238 
Providing an Additional $200 Million for the 
President’s Disaster Relief Fund. July 1, 1972 


The President today signed H.J. Res. 1238, a supple- 
mental appropriation providing an additional $200 mil- 
lion for the President’s Disaster Relief Fund, administered 
by the President’s Office of Emergency Preparedness. This 
amount, in addition to the pending regular fiscal year 
1973 appropriation to the fund, will make nearly $300 
million immediately available for disaster recovery efforts. 
The principal beneficiaries will be the people and com- 
munities of New York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, 
and Florida flooded by Tropical Storm Agnes. 

The funds will also be used for continuing recovery 
efforts for previous disasters such as the San Fernando 
earthquake and the flash floods in Rapid City, S. Dak., 
and Buffalo Creek, W. Va. This calendar year has been 
unique in the history of the disaster program; the Presi- 
dent has made 27 declarations for disasters since Janu- 
ary 1—26 of them for flooding. 

The President’s Disaster Relief Fund finances such pro- 
grams as temporary housing, debris removal, reconstruc- 
tion of roads and bridges, and disaster unemployment 
compensation. Other separately funded disaster aid pro- 
grams include repairs to the Federal-aid highway system, 
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Small Business Administration and Farmers Home Ad- 
ministration loans, and funding by the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare for restoration of public 
schools. 


NoTE: As enacted, the bill (H.J. Res. 1238) is Public Law 92-337, 
approved July 1, 1972. 


Independence Day, 1972 
Statement by the President. July 1, 1972 


Independence Day marks more than the birth date of 
America. It marks the beginning of one of history’s great- 
est and most noble adventures. Today, it continues to un- 
fold, 196 years after that small, brave beginning in Phila- 
delphia where a handful of inspired men pledged their 
lives, their fortunes and their sacred honor to a new 
nation. 

For nearly two centuries, through good times and bad, 
the ideals of individual rights and opportunity that in- 
spired men like Washington, Jefferson and Adams have 
survived and flourished. More than any other nation of any 
area, America has truly been the home of the free and the 
haven of the weak and oppressed from other parts of the 
world. And the catalyst of American values has trans- 
formed the weak and the oppressed into part of a strong 
and a just people. 

Great trials and greater triumphs still lie ahead for us 
as a people. There are still wrongs to be righted, and new 
goals of peace, prosperity, justice and a better environ- 
ment to be met. But as long as we remain true to the ideals 
of America, as long as our energy does not flag and our 
faith does not fail, no problem is too great and no evil 
is too strong to be overcome by a united American people. 


RicHarp NIxon. 


NOTE: The statement was made available by.the White House Press 
Office. It was not issued in the form of a White House press release. 


Digest of Other 
White House Announcements 


Following is a listing of items of general interest which 
were announced to the press during the period covered 
by this issue but which are not carried elsewhere in the 
issue. Appointments requiring Senate approval are not 
included since they appear in the list of nominations 
submitted to the Senate, below. 


June 26 


The President met with 20 leaders of major veterans 
organizations who were attending a briefing at the White 


House on the arms limitation treaty and agreement and 
other foreign policy matters. 

The President greeted 55 representatives of Polish 
American communities throughout the country at a re- 
ception in the Blue Room. The representatives were in 
Washington for a Department of State briefing on United 


States-Poland relations and the President’s recent trip 
to Warsaw. 


June 27 


Republican members of the Senate Finance Committee 
met with the President at the White House for discussions 
of revenue sharing, the debt ceiling bill, and welfare 
reform. 

Dr. John Millis, Chairman of the President’s Panel 
on Heart Disease, met with the President at the White 
House to discuss the work of the Panel and the health 
agreement signed during the President’s trip to Moscow 
as it pertains to joint studies on heart disease. Also present 
at the meeting were HEW Secretary Elliot L. Richardson 
and Dr. Theodore Cooper, Director, National Heart and 
Lung Institute. 

The President today transmitted to the Congress a 
proposed supplemental appropriation for fiscal year 1972 
for $100 million for disaster relief. The funds would be 
used for relief to areas devastated by Tropical Storm Agnes 
and other major recent disasters. 

The White House announced that Vice President 
Agnew, at the President’s request, would leave on June 
28 for a 2-day fact-finding mission to check on condi- 
tions and disaster relief efforts in three of the hardest hit 
areas in the Northeast: Ellicott City, Md., Richmond, Va., 
and Elmira, N.Y. 

The President and Mrs. Nixon hosted a reception in 
the Blue Room for 200 radio and television news anchor- 
men and radio personalities and their wives who were 
attending briefings by Administration officials. 


June. 28 


The President has accepted with special regret the 
resignation of John Oliver Wilson as Assistant Director 
of the Office of Economic Opportunity, effective July 1, 
1972. 

The President today accepted the resignation of Mel J. 
Personett as a member of the National Highway Safety 
Advisory Committee, effective this date. 

The President announced the assignment of Gen. Fred- 
erick C. Weyand to the position of Commander of the 
United States Military Assistance Command in Vietnam 
(MACV). He will also become Commanding General 
of the United States Army in Vietnam, replacing Gen. 
Creighton W. Abrams, Jr., in both positions. To replace 
General Weyand as Deputy Commander of MACV, the 
President is assigning General John Vogt, Jr. Since the 
operational functions of MACV headquarters and the 
Seventh Air Force headquarters are being consolidated, 
General Vogt will retain his position as Commanding 
General of the Seventh Air Force and will continue to 
conduct and coordinate air operations for MACV. The 
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other position held by General Vogt prior to the reassign- 
ment, that of Deputy Commander of MACV for Air 
Operations, has been deleted. Lt. Gen. William J. Mc- 
Caffrey will continue in his present position as Deputy 
Commanding General of the United States Army in 
Vietnam. 

The President has asked Maj. Gen. Alexander M. Haig, 
Jr., Deputy Assistant to the President for National Secu- 
rity Affairs, to visit Vietnam to make a general assess- 
ment of the situation there. The trip is scheduled for 
June 29—July 4. 


June 29 


The President transmitted to the Congress the fourth 
annual report on National Housing Goals. 

The President transmitted to the Congress the annual 
report on agricultural export activities carried out under 
Public Law 480, 83d Congress, during calendar year 1971 
(processed; 147 pp. plus tables). 


June 30 


The President met with the Cost of Living Council 
and directed the Council to evaluate all steps which might 
be taken to insure adequate food supplies at reasonable 
prices. At his direction, Council members will meet with 
chain store and distribution groups, food processors, 
farmer and producer organizations, and international 
food exporters, and Secretary of Labor Hodgson will meet 
with food industry labor organizations. 

The President has accepted with regret the resignation 
of Larry A. Jobe as Assistant Secretary of Commerce for 
Administration, effective June 30, 1972. 

The President has accepted with regret the resignation 
of Arthur H. Behrens and Philip E. Mangan as 
Examiners-in-Chief of the United States Patent Office, 
effective June 30, 1972. 


1125 


The President today announced the appointment of 
four persons to be members of the Civil Defense Advisory 
Council for terms expiring January 12, 1975. They are 
Peter Perrecone of Rockford, Ill., Douglas Abraham of 
Greenville, Miss., Robert F. Six of Beverly Hills, Calif., 
and Newell J. Carman of Rockville, Md. 

The President met at the White House with Ambas- 
sador Emil Mosbacher to express his appreciation to the 
Ambassador and Mrs. Mosbacher for their efforts during 
the Ambassador’s tenure as Chief of Protocol. Ambas- 
sador Mosbacher’s resignation is effective June 30. 


July 1 


The President met at the White House with maritime 
union officials, shipowners, and shipbuilders to discuss 
progress in the United States maritime program. 

The President met with leaders of six major vocational- 
educational organizations, the Vocational Industrial 
Clubs of America, National Advisory Council on Voca- 
tional Education, Office Education Association, Future 
Homemakers of America, Future Business Leaders of 
America, and Future Farmers of America. 

The President has directed Secretary of Labor Hodg- 
son, Secretary of Commerce Peterson, OEP Director 
Lincoln, and Anthony Chase, Deputy Director of the 
Small Business Administration, to make a fact-finding 
trip to the flood-stricken areas of New York and Penn- 
sylvania to determine flood impact on jobs and business. 
Departing on Monday, July 3, they will visit Harrisburg 
and Wilkes-Barre, Pa., and the Corning-Elmira, N.Y., 
areas. 

The President has accepted the resignation of Francis 
C. Turner as Federal Highway Administrator, effective 
June 30, 1972. 





under separate cover. 
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Cumulative Index to Prior Issues 
First Half 


Norte: The final index to documents appearing in Issues 
Nos. 1-26 of this volume is being printed and distributed 


The third quarter index will begin with next week’s 
issue, and will be printed at the back of the issue as has 
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ACTS APPROVED 
BY THE PRESIDENT 


Approved June 27, 1972 
Pe Gee See Public Law 92-320 
An Act to amend the Small Business Act. 


Approved June 30, 1972 

Public Law 92-332 
Joint Resolution to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to participate in the 
planning and design of a national memo- 
rial to Franklin Delano Roosevelt, and for 
other purposes. 

Private Law 92-89 
An Act for the relief of the village of River 
Forest, Illinois. 

Private Law 92-90 
An Act for the relief of Mrs. Gloria Vaz- 
quez Herrera. 


ie hee ee Private Law 92-91 
An Act for the relief of Luz Maria Cruz 
Aleman Phillips. 

AR FR hn see Private Law 92-92 


An Act for the relief of Viadimir Rodriguez 
LaHera. 
fy) EERE Seen) Sarma < Private Law 92-93 
An Act for the relief of Staff Sergeant 
J. C. Bell, Junior, United States Air Force. 
Private Law 92-04 
An Act for the relief of Maria Manuela 
Amaral. 
Private Law 92-05 
An Act for the relief of Thomas William 
Greene and Jill A. Greene. 
Private Law 92-96 
An Act for the relief of Lesley Earle Bryan. 
Private Law 92-097 
An Act for the relief of Major Michael M. 
Mills, United States Air Force. 
Private Law 92-098 
An Act for the relief of John W. Shafer, 
Junior. 


Private Law 92-99 
An Act for the relief of Matyas Hunyadi. 
Public Law 92-326 
An Act to provide for the establishment of 
the Tinicum National Environmental Cen- 
ter in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
and for other purposes. 
H.R. 7641 Private Law 92-100 
An Act for the relief of Chung Chi Lee. 
Rs saci sveottmrsenstncciinds Public Law 92-328 
An Act to amend the cruise legislation of 
the Merchant Marine Act, 1936. 
Public Law 92-327 
An Act to authorize the Commissioner of 
the District of Columbia to enter into 
agreements with the Commonwealth of 
Virginia and the State of Maryland con- 
cerning fees for the operation of certain 
motor vehicles, and the enforcement of 
traffic laws. 


Public Law 92-333 
An Act to restore to the Custis-Lee Man- 
sion located in the Arlington National 
Cemetery, Arlington, Virginia, its original 
historical name, followed by the explana- 
tory memorial phrase, so that it shall be 
known as Arlington House, The Robert E. 


Public Law 92-330 
An Act to provide for the establishment of 
the San Francisco Bay National Wildlife 
Refuge. 


Public Law 92-324 
An Act to amend the Rural Electrification 
Act of 1936, as amended, to enhance the 
ability of the Rural Telephone Bank to 
obtain funds for the supplementary financ- 
ing program on favorable terms and 
conditions. 


ACTS APPROVED BY 
THE PRESIDENT—Continued 

Approved June 30, 1972—Continued 

Public Law 92-329 

An Act to provide for a six-month exten- 
sion of the emergency unemployment com- 

pensation program. 

Private Law 92-88 
An Act for the relief of Maria Badalamenti. 

Public Law 92-331 
An Act to amend existing statutes to au- 
thorize the Secretary of Agriculture to 
issue cotton crop reports simultaneously 
with the general crop reports. 

Public Law .92-328 

Veterans’ Compensation and Relief Act of 
1972. 

r Public Law 92-325 
An Act to amend and extend the Defense 
Production Act of 1950. 

Public Law 92-322 
Joint Resolution consenting to an exten- 
sion and renewal of the interstate compact 

to conserve oil and gas. 

Public Law 92-321 
Joint Resolution to amend title IV of the 
Consumer Credit Protection Act establish- 
ing the National Commission on Consumer 

Finance. 


Approved July 1, 1972 


propriations for the fiscal year 1973, and 

for other purposes. 

Public Law 92-337 
Joint Resolution making a supplemental 
appropriation for disaster relief, 

Se Oe eee Public Law 92-336 
An Act to provide for a four-month exten- 
sion of the present temporary level in the 
public debt limitation, and for other 
purposes. 

Public Law 92-335 

Joint Resolution to extend the authority 

of the Secretary of Housing and Urban 

Development with respect to interest rates 

on insured mortgages and to extend laws 

relating to housing and urban develop- 
ment. 





CHECKLIST OF WHITE HOUS= 
PRESS RELEASES 


Listed below are releases of the Office of 
the White House Press Secretary during the 
period covered by this issue which have not 
been included in the issue. 


Released June 26, 1972 


News briefing: on suspension of restrictions 
on meat imports—by George P. Shultz, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Raymond A. 
Ioanes, Administrator, Foreign Agricultural 
Service, Department of Agriculture, and 
Julius L. Katz, Deputy Assistant Secretary, 
International Resources and Food Policy, 
Department of State 

Fact sheet: on suspension of restrictions on 
meat imports 

News briefing: on a meeting with the Presi- 
dent on his recent and upcoming trips to 
the Vatican—by Ambassador Henry Cabot 
Lodge, Special Representative of the Presi- 
dent to the Vatican 
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CHECKLIST OF WHITE HOUSE 
PRESS RELEASES—Continued 


Released June 27, 1972 

Fact sheet: on US.-USS.R. 
health program 

News briefing: on a meeting with the Presi- 
dent on heart disease and the U.S.-USS.R. 
cooperative health program—by Elliot L. 
Richardson, Secretary, and Dr. Theodore 
Cooper, Director, National Heart and Lung 
Institute, Department of Health, Educa- 
tion, and Welfere; and John Millis, Chair- 
man, President’s Panel on Heart Disease 


Released June 29, 1972 


News briefing: on stabilization controls on 
unprocessed food products—by Donald 
Rumsfeld, Counsellor to the President and 
Director, Cost of Living Council 

Fact sheet: on stabilization controls on un- 
processed food products 

Regulation: on coverage, exemptions, and 
classification of economic units—by Cost 
of Living Council 


Released June 30, 1972 


News briefing: on the President’s meeting 
with the Cost of Living Council—by 
George P. Shultz, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and Donald Rumsfeld, Counsellor to 
the President and Director, Cost of Living 
Council 


cooperative 


Released July 1, 1972 


Fact sheet: on maritime construction 
contracts. 

News briefing: on maritime construction con- 
tracts—by Peter G. Peterson, Secretary, 
Andrew E. Gibson, Assistant Secretary, and 
Robert J. Blackwell, Acting Assistant Sec- 
retary for Maritime Affairs, Department of 
Commerce. 





NOMINATIONS SUBMITTED 
TO THE SENATE 


The following list does not include promo- 
tions of members of the Uniformed Services, 
nominations to the Service Academies, or 
nominations of Foreign Service officers. 


Submitted June 26, 1972 


JACK FRANKLIN BENNETT, of Connecticut, to 
be a Deputy Under Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. (New Position) 

WarrREN F. BRECHT, of Connecticut, to be an 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. (New 
Position) 

Rosert E. J. Curran, of Pennsylvania, to be 
United States Attorney for the Eastern 
District of Pennsylvania for the term of 4 
years, vice Louis C. Bechtle, resigned. 

JoHN E. HirTENn, of California, to be an As- 
sistant Secretary of Transportation, vice 
Herbert F. DeSimone, resigned. 


Submitted June 27, 1972 


RoBERT J. BLACKWELL, of Virginia, to be As- 
sistant Secretary of Commerce for Mari- 
time Affairs, vice Andrew E. Gibson. 


Submitted June 28, 1972 


WALTER J. STOESSEL, JR., of California, a For- 
eign Service officer of the Class of Career 
Minister, to be an Assistant Secretary of 
State. 
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